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RECENT IMPORTANT DECISIONS 



Adoption — Inheritance from Natural Kindred.— The plaintiff, a minor, 
by his guardian sued to recover his share of his deceased grandfather's estate 
under the law of succession of the state of California. After the death of 
his father and mother he had been adopted into another family. The statute 
of California provides that the natural parents of an adopted child are 
"relieved * * * of all parental duties towards and all responsibilities for the 
child so adopted and have no right over it," and the child and persons adopt- 
ing "shall sustain towards each other the legal relation of parent and child 
and have all the rights and be subject to all the duties of that relation." 
Held, that this statute would be construed strictly and the child adopted 
would still inherit from the natural kindred other than his father and 
mother. In Re Darling's Estate (Calif. 1916), 159 Pac. 606. 

Adoption, though not recognized under the common law, is allowed by 
statute in this country. Being in derogation of the common law adoption 
statutes are usually construed strictly against the adopted child, Hockaday 
v. Lynn, 200 Mo. 456 ; Keeghan v. Geraghty, 101 111. 26. It has been held gen- 
erally that the child may inherit from its adoptive parents, Plannigan v. How- 
ard, 200 111. 396; Patterson v. Browning, 146 Tnd. 160. But unless the statute 
expressly so provides, the adoptive child cannot inherit from the kindred of 
its adoptive parents. Van Derlyn v. Mack, 137 Mich. 146; Hockaday v. Lynn, 
supra; Estate of Jobson, 164 Cal. 312. Unless the statute expressly provides 
to the contrary the adopted child will inherit from the natural as well as 
from the adoptive parents. Wagner v. Varner, 50 la. 532; Clarkson v. Hat- 
ton, 143 Mo. 47. But the statute in California expressly provides that all 
parental relations are at an end between the natural parents and the child, 
and so he could not inherit from them. Does it prevent his inheriting from 
his own kindred other than his natural parents? The principal case holds 
that it does not, on the ground that these statutes must be construed no 
more liberally than the words require. Under a similar statute in Massa- 
chusetts, however, it was held the child could not inherit from the grand- 
father both as a child and as a grandchild where he had been adopted by the 
grandfather after his father's death. Delano v. Bruerton, 148 Mass. 619. 
Contra, Wagner v. Varner, supra. But the principal case is distinguishable 
on its facts from the Massachusetts case and seems to accord with the 
trend of authority. 

Animals — Straying Upon the Highway. — Plaintiff's automobile was up- 
set and damaged by defendant's sheep which had escaped to the highway 
through a defective hedge. The sheep were on the road in violation of § 25 
of the Highway Act, 1864, under which defendant was subsequently prose- 
cuted and fined. Held, Defendant was under no duty to plaintiff as a mem- 
ber of the public to keep sheep, not shown to be vicious or mischievous, from 
straying on the highway, and was therefore not liable for the injury caused 
by them. Heath's Garage Limited v. Hodges [1916], 2 K. B. 370. 



